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Ordinarily, decisions of courts of foreign countries are not binding as precedents, but they should be followed to the 
extent that they apply to their own laws. 


In general, decisions of courts of a foreign country have no authority as precedent! though they are entitled to respectful 
consideration” as guidance.” Furthermore, under the rules of international comity, the courts of the United States must follow 


the interpretations of the tribunals of a foreign country to the extent they apply to their own laws.* However, a single decision of 
an appellate court of a foreign country that runs contrary to the settled law elsewhere and is not controlling as a precedent in the 


courts of that country will not be deemed authoritative here as to the law of that country.” Decisions of the International Court 
of Justice (ICJ) are not binding precedent.° Specifically, although these rulings have binding force on the parties as a matter 


of international law, they are not binding with regard to interpretations of treaties as a matter of United States law.’ Decisions 
of a foreign country that have already interpreted the Hague Rules should be followed so long as they do not conflict with the 


decisions of United States courts.® 


English courts. 


English decisions made after the Revolution, while not received as absolute authority in our courts,” may be cited and entitled 


to great respect. 10 A decision of the English House of Lords is not binding on a United States court. H 
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§ 7. 


Interpretation of maritime insurance policy 
U.S.—Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey v. U.S., 340 U.S. 54, 71 S. Ct. 135, 95 L. Ed. 68 (1950). 
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